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A. Enforce existing regulation/dogs on
leash and on trail: Enforcement of the
existing regulation park wide would
reduce visitor conflicts, improve visitor
and employee safety, and reduce
impacts on natural resources. Continued
visitor education would be required to
increase understanding of the regulation
and reasons for it. On leash dog use in
the park could result in removal of
fences in some locations at Fort Funston
and Crissy Field, and possibly other
locations where exclosures have been
created in order to protect sensitive
species and habitat areas. The following
additional areas, where dogs currently
are prohibited, could be opened to on
leash dogs under appropriate
circumstances: East Fort Baker Pier,
Phleger Estate, Stinson Beach, and
portions of Tennessee Valley.
Enforcement of the existing regulation
may displace off leash dog use into
other jurisdictions within the counties
of San Francisco, San Mateo and Marin.
This option would not require
rulemaking because the leash regulation
is already in place. The GGNRA must
enforce the leash law unless a regulation
is promulgated and adopted allowing off
leash dog use; Option B discusses that
option. The agency seeks comment on
the merit of enforcement of the existing
regulation, including specific
suggestions on implementation and
education regarding its enforcement, as
well as suggestions regarding the
opening of additional on leash dog areas
as described above.

B. Identify specific locations/ways to
address off leash use within the park:
Off leash dog use could be allowed in
specific locations within the park, with
the remainder of the park subject to
enforcement of the existing regulation
requiring pets to be leashed where
permitted. Any location selected for off
leash would carry the requirement that
any negative or adverse impacts are the
minimum necessary, unavoidable,
cannot be further mitigated, and do not
constitute impairment of park resources
and values. To that end, appropriate
environmental compliance would be
required to evaluate all potential effects
within GGNRA, in accordance with
federal laws including National
Environmental Policy Act and the
National Historic Preservation Act. This
option would require rulemaking.
Negative effects could include
additional park operating financial
requirements to remove pet excrement,
develop capital improvements and
additional enforcement staff to assure
conformance with the restrictions
related to off leash areas. Off leash dog
use, where it does not conflict with

protection of natural resources, can
promote exercise and enjoyment of park
areas. The agency seeks comment on the
merit of permitting off leash use and
identification of specific locations and
measures to minimize any impacts on
visitors and resources.

Request for Comments

The National Park Service solicits
comment and information from all
segments of the public interested in
GGNRA and appropriate pet
management. All comments received by
the Park Service at the address and by
the date listed above will be reviewed
and analyzed. If rulemaking is
determined necessary as a result of this
process, such proposed rulemaking
would involve additional extensive
public review and comment. If
rulemaking is not an option chosen by
NPS, then the public will be
appropriately notified.

If individuals submitting comments
request that their name and/or address
be withheld from public disclosure, it
will be honored to the extent allowable
by law. Such requests must be stated
prominently at the beginning of the
comments.

The GGNRA will hold two public
meetings where public comment on this
Advanced Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking will be invited. Additional
opportunities for public involvement
will be announced locally and in the
Federal Register.

Dated: January 3, 2002.
Joseph E. Doddridge,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks.
[FR Doc. 02–568 Filed 1–10–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 50

[FRL–7128–3]

National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Ozone: Proposed
Response to Remand

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Extension of public comment
period.

SUMMARY: The EPA is announcing a 30-
day extension of the public comment
period on the proposed response to the
United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia Circuit (D.C.
Circuit) remand of the national ambient
air quality standards (NAAQS) for ozone

(O3) that was published on November
14, 2001 (66 FR 57268). The proposal
responded to the D.C. Circuit remand of
the O3 NAAQS to EPA to consider any
beneficial health effects of O3 pollution
in shielding the public from the
‘‘harmful effects of the sun’s ultraviolet
rays.’’ 175 F. 3d 1027 (D.C. Cir. 1999).

DATES: Comments on the proposed
response to the remand must be
received by February 13, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
(in duplicate if possible) on this
proposed response to: Air and Radiation
Docket and Information Center (6102),
Attn: Docket No. A–95–58, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Washington,
DC 20460. Electronic comments are
encouraged and can be sent directly to
EPA at: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov.
Comments will also be accepted on
disks in WordPerfect in 8.0/9.0 file
format. All comments in electronic form
must be identified by the docket
number, Docket No. A–95–58.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Lyon Stone, Office of Air Quality
Planning and Standards, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(C539–01), Research Triangle Park, NC
27711; e-mail stone.susan@epa.gov;
telephone (919) 541–1146.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The EPA
received a request for an extension of
the original 60 day comment period.
The commenter requested additional
time to prepare comments because part
of the comment period overlapped with
the seasonal holidays. In response to
this request, EPA is extending the
comment period by 30 days to allow
additional time for the public to prepare
comments.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 50

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Lead, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Particulate matter, Sulfur oxides.

Dated: January 7, 2002.

Robert D. Brenner,
Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Air and Radiation.
[FR Doc. 02–700 Filed 1–10–02; 8:45 am]
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